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J3). Iht. 'l~eleconiniunications 4ccess Policy Di\8ision, Wireline Competition Bureau: 

I .  111 this Ordcr, the 'I'clecoirut~~unications Access Policy Division (Division) reconsiders, 
su;t sponte. a January 15. 2003 decision to clarify the basis for granting the Request for Review 
i i l cd  by (Jtit.cn of Apostles School. .4lcxandria. Virginia (Queen of Apostles).' In its Request for 
I(c\,iew. Queen o f  Apostles sought revicn ot'a decision by the Schools and Libraries Division 
(S1.D) of1he Llnivcrsal Sewice Administrative Company (Administrator) issued on October 15, 
200 I .? 

2 .  'The record shows that SLD issued a Funding Commitment Decision Letter (FCDL) to 
Oucen of .Apostles on Jul! 23. 2001.' On July  31, 2001, Queen of Apostles notified SLD that the 
l ina l  pagc relating to its funding requests was missing.4 On September 1 1 ,  2001, 42 days later, 

' Ac,lLie.ri for KL,~.ic,.iu in, Qi,cen I ! ]  . lpo.silc,r Sclwoi, /i&rul-Siare .loini Board on Onrvcrsal Service. C'hange.7 Io (he 
flovi-d t i /  Dii.ccior> o(iiw Koiirnupl l < x L ~ / i o t ~ ~ e  C o r r i c ~ ~  ,.lssricimion, Inc., File No. SLD-2265 15, CC Docket NOS. 96- 
.Li 2nd 07.2 I. Order .  0 03.172 (%)ire, ( 'omp. Bur vel. January 15, 2003). 

' I,erter i rom Craig Wojay. Queen of Apvstlcs School. 10 Federal Corninunications Commission, filed March 5, 
2002 (RcqucLl I'or Kevieu.). Sectiriii 84.719(c) of [lie Coinmjssion's rules provides that  any  person aggrieved by an  
a c l m  lalen hy a division o f t h e  Administrator !nay beel.: review from the Commission. 47 C.F.R 6 54.719(c). 

' I.t.Ller from Schools and Librai.ies Division, Universal Service Administrative Company, to Mary Wesr. Queen of 
Apo.;tler School. dated J u l y  22. 1001 (Fundine Commitment Decision Letter). 

' .Gv' Letter li~oix ('rat: LYo(a)'. Oueen of Apostles Scliool, to Schools and Libraries Division, Ulliversal Service 
ALllimiiistrative Company, t i led Sepicinbei. 21,  2001 (Request for Adnlinistraror Review). 
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SI D tawed the tinal page oL'thc FCDL Io Queen of Apostles.' Queen ofApostles then filed an 
appeal wit11 S1,D on Septemhcr 21 3001. appealing one of the funding requests listed on the 
tinal ]pipe ol'thc FC'DL." Subsequently, SLL) denied tlie appeal, stating that i t  was received more 
than 3 0  da)s after tlic l u l y  23 .  2001 Funding Commitment Decision Letter was issued.' 

? .  In the Queen ol'4posIIcs' Ol-dei-. the Division found that thc school's ability to appeal 
~4 a h  pi-c.judiced b! SLD's tinrcasonable dela! in mponding io Queen of Apostles' request for a 
cupy of i i  missing page froin the Funding Commitment Decision Letter.' In this Order, we 
al'lirni 0111' pi.ior decision. bui seek io clarify the reasoning set forth i n  the Queen of Apostles' 
( ) rdc I. 

-1. For requesls sccltiiig review of decisions issued on or before August 13, 2001 under 
section 54.720(h) ofthe Coniinissiim's rules. an!' such appeal must be filed with the Commission 
or SLLI w i t h i n  3 0  days of tlie issuance of the decision (hat the party seeks to have reviewed.' 
l)ocunienrs are considered I O  bc tiled \\.it11 SLD or the Commission only upon receipt."' 
:\ccordingl!,. appeals of Itinding commitments must bc filed within 30 days of the date of the 
oi.igiii:il FCDL 
:I dc\,iatioii from the genei-al rule. and such deviation would better serve the public interest than 
s[i.ict adherence 10 [lie general rule. 

I1  ,\ waivei- Irom the Commission is appropriate if special circumstances warrant 

I! 

j. Although Queen of Apcistlcs filed its appeal more than 30 days after the FCDL was 
issued. we tind that special circumstances warrant waiver of the Commission's rules. The record 
sho\cs that Quecn of Apostles acted promptly to preserve its rights by notifying SLD of the 
iniissins page a week after thc letter was issued. Indeed, Queen of Apostles acted well before the 
appcal deadline, and notified SLD ol the  problcni with its FCDL in a timely manner. The record 
also shows that SLD took il [vial o f12  days to respond to Queen of Apostles' request for the 
iiiissing page." Our action today concludes that under these limited circumstances, Queen of 
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